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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Newly submitted claims 57-65 are directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: these claims attempt to claim a 
new species directed to pipeline members coupled to one another in overlapping relationships. 
However, it is notoriously known that pipelines are installed above ground and are in a separate 
art area from casings or other tubular members that are installed below ground in boreholes. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, claims 57-65 are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to 
a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 2, 4, 34-37, 42-44, and 46 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
the preamble and the body of the claims do not correspond because each preamble states that the 
claim is a wellbore casing, although a casing is not mentioned anywhere in the body of the 
claims, nor has the tubular member that is in each body been defined as being part of the casing. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 
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4. Claims 4, 12, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US 
5,337,823 to Nobileau. 

It must first be acknowledged that the amendment to claim 12 led the Examiner to find 
this reference, wherein it was then realized that the reference anticipated certain other claims that 
had previously been indicated as allowable over the cited prior art. Therefore, the allowability of 
some of the following claims has been respectfully withdrawn. 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, Nobileau discloses a wellbore casing comprising a first 
tubular member 3 having a first inside diameter (see Fig. 5); and a second tubular member 3a 
having a second inside diameter equal to the first inside diameter coupled to the first tubular 
member in an overlapping relationship (see the upper 3a in Fig. 5); wherein the first and second 
tubular members are coupled by the process of deforming a portion of the second tubular 
member into contact with a portion of the first tubular member; wherein, prior to the 
deformation, the inside diameters of the first and second tubular members are not equal (see Fig. 
4); wherein, prior to the deformation, the inside diameters of the first and second tubular 
members are substantially constant, and wherein a portion of the first tubular member overlaps 
with a portion of the second tubular member (although the first tubular member is folded prior to 
expansion, the inside diameter is still constant along the length of the folded member); wherein 
the portion of the first tubular member that overlaps with the portion of the second tubular 
member comprises a thin walled portion 3b; and wherein the portion of the first tubular member 
that does not overlap with the portion of the second tubular member comprises a thick walled 
portion 3a (the lower 3a in Fig. 5), and wherein the thin wall section is not threaded (see also col. 
4, lines 36-43 and col. 10, lines 55-66). 
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Regarding claim 45, the cross sections of the first and second tubular members are 
substantially circular after expansion (see Fig. 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 6, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
4,501,330 to Garcia in view of US 3,193,005 to Hunter et al. 

Garcia teaches an apparatus comprising a solid v^ellbore casing 7b that has an external 
seal 7d (shared by both tubulars), the solid wellbore casing is coupled to a perforated wellbore 
casing 6 at 7c, wherein a portion of the solid wellbore casing overlaps a portion of the perforated 
wellbore casing so that the inside diameters of the non-overlapping portions are equal, and 
fiirther wherein the wellbore casings have unthreaded thin-walled portions at least in the areas 
that overlap, and the perforated wellbore casing also has a thick walled portion at 6a where the 
two wellbore casings are not overlapping, and a thin walled portion where the casings overlap 
(see Figs. 1-5 and col. 13, lines 46-73). It is also disclosed in the figures that. However, it is not 
expressly taught that a shoe is coupled to the bottom of the perforated wellbore casing. 

Hunter et al teach a solid wellbore casing coupled to a perforated wellbore casing similar 
to that of Garcia. It is further taught that a shoe 16 is coupled to the bottom of the perforated 
wellbore casing 14 (see Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Garcia and Hunter et al before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the perforated wellbore casing taught by Garcia to include the shoe of Hunter, et al. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because float shoes are conventionally 
attached to the bottom tubular in a string for cementing purposes (see col. 4, lines 9-1 1 and 45- 
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46), and Garcia' s perforated wellbore casing is cemented in place before the perforations are 
made, therefore a conventional cementing float shoe would be necessary and useful. 

. Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 2, 8, 16, 17, 28-44, and 46-56 are allowed. 

7. Claims 13-15 and 19-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6 and 12 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Applicant's arguments, see page 38, filed September 1 8, 2006, with respect to rejections 
involving Lohbeck et al have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of any 
claims involving Lohbeck et al has been withdravm. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shane Bomar whose telephone number is 571-272-7026. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 6:30am to 4:00pm. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bagnell can be reached on 571-272-6999. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner 
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